Introduction
Hypotheses regarding the future shape of international migration are not only demographic by nature, but also have to take into the account the economic, political, sociological and ethnic factors. Moreover, migration is a phenomenon characterised by much higher level of uncertainty and is much more controversial in terms of the expectations for the future than fertility and mortality. For these reasons, predicting migration is very difficult and the results of the forecasts often prove to be unsuccessful, bearing very high prediction errors. This paper presents assumptions on future developments of long-term international migration in 27 European countries for the period 2002-2052. The assumptions have been developed to serve as an input to the forecasts and simulations of population and labour force changes in Europe. In geographic terms, the analysis covers the European Union (but Cyprus and Malta), Norway and Switzerland, as well as two EU accession countries: Bulgaria and Romania.
Section 2 of this study depicts the legal and political developments concerning the freedom of movement in Europe and the expectations for the future. In two further sections of this paper (3 and 4), the qualitative scenarios for migration respectively among the countries under study and for population exchange with the rest of the World. The scenarios, describing the knowledge-based expectations for the future developments of international population flows are subsequently quantified using algorithms described in details in Section 5. Results of the analysis, including the impact of the assumed scenarios on population projections for the selected European countries, are summarised in brief in the final, sixth section of this paper. Section 7 presents a summary of the outcome of the study, as well as the major conclusions.
Freedom of movement in Europe: status quo and expectations

1
The high profile of migration policy in the public debate in recent years in the old EU-15 countries has heavily influenced the negotiations on the EU enlargement. The fears arising from the growing migratory pressure from the South were further fuelled by sometimes contradictory and exacerbated forecasts about the possible flood of workers from the new member states. Such forecasts, offered both by researchers and journalists, were highly influential on the public opinion. The negotiations in the area of free flow of persons were delicate and sometimes tense (Duszczyk 2002) , but finally the respective negotiations chapters have eventually been closed.
The definite conditions of accession of the ten new states to the EU were laid down in the Treaty on Accession and in the Act on Accession, signed on the 16 th of April 2004 (European Communities 2003a , 2003b . Following the results of negotiations, the Treaty provided for the transitional periods in the area of the free flow of persons for the citizens of eight new Central European member states, excluding Malta and Cyprus. According to the Treaty, the old EU-15 countries were given the right to introduce the transitory provisions for two, five or maximally seven years in order to limit the access to their labour markets for workers originating from the new member states. The key element of the transitory provisions was the possibility to apply national measures and those resulting from the previous bilateral agreements in lieu of the Community law, which normally would have had to be applied.
The decision whether to introduce the transition periods was left to the respective member states. After the first two years following the accession, the EU Council is expected to make a review of the situation, but the decision whether to discard or to maintain the restrictions will be again left to the states. Finally, after the five-year period all the restrictions on the free flow of workers should be lifted, with the exception of the countries where there are serious disturbances on the labour market or a threat thereof. Such countries would be eligible to extend the application of the transitory measures for the subsequent two years.
According to the Accession Treaty, the new member states were given the possibility to introduce similar restriction against the 'old' EU nationals on the principle of the reciprocity. Nevertheless, only Poland, Hungary and Slovenia used this opportunity, while the Czech Republic, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania and the Slovak Republic allowed for the asymmetry in their relations with the EU-15.
The decisions whether to impose the transitional periods were announced by 1 st of May 2004.
According to them, only three countries: Ireland, Sweden and the United Kingdom, did not introduce any transitional measures, however imposed some obligations not stipulated in the community law, as the Workers Registration Scheme in the UK. The rest of the EU-15 decided to introduce a two-year transitional period in order to protect their labour markets and to calm down the public opinion. Taking into account the politicians' statements, as well as the economic and political situation of different countries, one may try to set up a scenario of the probable future dates of opening of these labour markets for the new members' nationals. It has to be noted that there is always some uncertainty about such predictions, originating from the changing political and economic milieu in which the political decisions are taken.
The next wave of liberalisation of the rules on the accession to labour markets is supposed to take place in two years' time, thus in 2006. In that year, Denmark, Finland and the Benelux countries are highly likely to open their labour markets for the nationals of the new EU member states. For these countries, the introduction of the two-year transitional period was probably more an insurance against the unpredictable effects of enlargement than the real necessity for the labour market protection. Germany and Austria, according to statements of the politicians, are almost sure to extend the restrictions in access to their labour markets for the maximal period, i.e. for seven years. High unemployment rates (above 10% in Germany), the popularity of anti-immigrant and xenophobic slogans (Haider's party in Austria) and the direct neighbourhood of the new member countries surely contributed to German and Austrian position during the negotiations on enlargement. Hence, both these countries proposed and supported the idea of transitional periods, with the aim of alleviating the public fears of the flood of workers from the East.
Although Norway is not a member of the European Union, yet it belongs to the European Economic Area (EEA), where the principle of the free flow of workers is equally secured. Therefore no barriers exist now for the EU workers to take up an employment in Norway and vice versa. With the enlargement of the EU, the necessary agreement on the enlargement of the EEA was signed. The EEA non-EU states (Norway, Island and Lichtenstein) were given the possibility to introduce restrictions on access to their labour markets, identical to those provided in the Accession Treaty. All of them, including Norway, introduced such restrictions initially for two years. The assumption that Norway will discard the restrictions already in 2006 can be founded on the good state of the Norwegian economy, low unemployment rates, and the fact that all other Scandinavian states are likely to lift the restrictions in this year. 
Scenarios of intra-European migration after the EU enlargement
International migration flows can be described in terms of the push (unfavourable) and pull (attracting) factors. The current study focuses on the two types of such determinants: economic and related to migration policies. There are also other important factors (political disturbances, wars, etc.) that to a large extent shape the international population flows, as for example fall of the socialist system or the recent Yugoslav wars. Nevertheless, due to the unpredictability of such events, they have not been considered in setting the scenarios.
There have been numerous attempts to predict migration from Central and Eastern Europe to the EU-15 countries following the enlargement of the European Union, presented here as a background reference for the current scenarios of intra-European migration. These studies, published during the 1990s mainly by the Western European researchers focus on the East-toWest migration, not analysing population flows in the opposite direction. Unfortunately, many studies refer to the "migration potential" of Central and Eastern Europe, a term lacking precision and not really applicable as a predictor of actual migration streams (Kupiszewski 2002b) . The existing studies cover the European origin and destination countries either in whole, or only partially, the latter focusing mainly on a group of the then candidate countries, or on Germany as the major destination country. An overview of the selected studies assessing the size of post-enlargement migration flows is presented in Layard et al. (1992) 10 CEE countries * EU-15 Potential: 3,000,000
Franzmeyer, Brücker (1997) 10 CEE countries * EU-15 Yearly: 590,000 -1,180,000
Orłowski (2000) 10 CEE countries * EU-15 Potential: 1,800,000 -3,500,000 A recent comprehensive study by Alvarez-Plata et al. (2003) shows that in most of the previous studies the projected numbers of migrants to Western Europe were overestimated, including the study of Franzmeyer and Brücker (1997) on the high extreme, projecting up to 1.18 million migrants yearly from Central and Eastern Europe to Western Europe. Moreover, the study of Alvarez-Plata et al. (2003) takes into consideration the policy issues in the form of different possible dates of opening of the labour markets of the EU-15 countries. Several possible years are assumed, from 2004 to 2011, according to the "2+3+2 years" scheme of transition periods. Although this proposition assumes the one-off opening of labour markets of the whole EU-15, the conclusion is that regardless of the date of full freedom of movement, the migration patterns are very similar, only observed with a time delay.
Most of the mentioned forecasts are based on the econometric models with purely economic explanatory variables. As it has been noted by Kupiszewski (2002b) , such an approach lacks certain features that would be desired from the methodological point of view. First of all, the demographic, social or policy constraints of migration are not considered in such models, what seems to be a serious material omission. Secondly, the economic variables used as predictors, like GDP or unemployment, are difficult to forecast themselves and thus increase the uncertainty of migration forecasts to a very significant degree. Therefore, the results of all mentioned studies will be used only as a background reference for the forecast outcome in the current study, applying the methodology of knowledge-based scenarios.
In the current forecasts, three different scenarios of intra-European migration developments are considered: Base (the most likely), Low and High, two latter expressing uncertainty in the form of expected range of possible deviations from the Base scenario. These scenarios differ primarily with respect to the assumptions on the expected economic performance of particular countries. The developments of intra-European migration policies are assumed the same for all scenarios, with gradual opening of Western European labour markets for the citizens of Central and South-Eastern European countries following the outline described in Section 2.
In general, the presence of an overall migration trend is assumed in all scenarios, with gradual implementation of the freedom of movement policy marking temporary deviations from the global tendency. This allows for distinguishing three phases of migration developments: Especially in the first period following the full implementation of the freedom of movement policy, the scope and direction of migratory flows is going to depend heavily on the disparities between origin and destination countries. For the purpose of the current analysis, 27 countries under study have been clustered into three groups, according to their socioeconomic situation: Western Europe, consisting of the EU-15 countries, Norway and Switzerland; Central Europe, composed of the 8 new member countries from 2004, as well as South-Eastern Europe (Bulgaria and Romania).
It is assumed that liberalisation of migration policies will have no impact on migration within Western Europe, as well as in the South-Eastern Cluster. In the former case the assumption is self-explanatory, while in the latter it is envisaged that the excess migration streams from Bulgaria and Romania will be directed predominantly to Western and to lesser extent to Central Europe. Disparities of income between the clusters are expected to be the only source of additional migration pressure in that case. Adversely, within Central Europe one can expect a slight increase of population movements, due to the opening of diversified labour market opportunities in various countries. Naturally, the most important changes can be expected with respect to population flows from Central and South-Eastern to Western Europe, as well as to the lesser extent from SouthEastern to Central Europe. Their magnitude would depend on income disparities between particular clusters, as well as on the scenario type (highest migration pressure in the Low variant, assuming prevailing income gap in Europe, and lowest in the High one). With respect to eastward migration it can be assumed that there will be an increase in population flows, but the scope of this phenomenon will be rather limited in all projection variants. It can be envisaged that the labour movements between the old and new EU member states can become increasingly two-way flows, as more demand for specific types of labour in the new EU member countries may be required, including the highly skilled professionals. Nevertheless, the primary source of eastward migration will likely be the returns of former emigrants.
The Base scenario therefore assumes a stable socio-economic situation in Europe, most importantly a sustainable economic growth and thus a long-term convergence of income levels in all European countries. In terms of a global trend that would mean an overall increase in mobility of the Europeans, following the increase of job opportunities in the other countries. These possibilities are likely going to be of key importance for the East-West migration, where the gradual opening of Western European labour markets is expected to constitute a strong pull factor for the citizens of Central and Eastern Europe. The positive effects of European integration are likely to occur in full in the longer term, which is going to be visible in return of the migration flows to their overall tendencies.
The Low scenario in turn envisages economic stagnation in Europe, with higher unemployment levels and related structural labour market problems. Especially in the preopening and post-opening periods some economic disturbances may be observed in the countries of Central and Eastern Europe, similar to those witnessed in East Germany in the 1990s, after the German reunification. With hardly any factors increasing the overall spatial mobility due to very slow income growth and scarce new job opportunities, the key factor shaping population movements in Europe is likely to be the pressure on migration from Central and Eastern Europe to the West after introducing the freedom of movement policy. In this variant the disparities between different parts of Europe are going to pertain due to unfavourable economic conditions, what would generate substantial migration streams in the middle run. Therefore, the post-opening wave of migration in the Low variant is assumed to be higher and to last longer than under the 'regular' conditions assumed in the Base scenario.
In the High scenario, a good overall situation, substantial economic growth and fast convergence of the economies and thus of the living standards are assumed for all European countries. On one hand this would significantly increase the overall mobility of people within Europe in search for emerging employment possibilities. On the other hand it will reduce the push factors to emigrate from the less developed regions including Central and Eastern Europe. In this scenario, the post-opening increase of the East-West population flows is expected to be a short-term phenomenon, rather moderate in size.
The assumptions for the Low and High scenarios are meant to provide the expected lower and upper bounds of the possible migration developments, rather than the complete 50-years-long trajectories for the countries under study. It seems implausible to believe that the conditions for either high net migration losses or gains would be such long-lasting. A belief in the existence of the long-term economic 'equilibrium' path of growth may contribute an additional argument in that respect.
Following the liberalisation of population movements within Europe, one may also expect the occurrence of a short-term phenomenon of 'migration without migration'. In the Western European countries, many of the so far irregular migrants and illegal workers from Central and Eastern Europe are likely to regularise their status once they would have such an opportunity. Therefore, shortly after the liberalisation takes place, an increase in the numbers of migrants will likely be observed in the statistical registration, yet not in the reality. This 
Scenarios of net migration from the remaining countries
In setting the scenarios of net international migration from the remaining countries of the world (hereafter: the "external" migration), the economic and political situation at the fringes of the enlarged European Union has to be considered in the first place. The other postsocialist countries, including the former Soviet Union, as well as the countries of the former Yugoslavia are potential sources of large population inflows. A very important way in which the situation in these countries can have an impact on migration to their European neighbours is through the presence of established migrant networks. Situation in the countries of the former Soviet Union will most likely have impact on migration flows to Poland, the Baltic States, the Czech Republic, as well as to the rest of Central Europe. Countries of the former Yugoslavia may in turn generate substantial population movements to Slovenia and Hungary, following the strong historical and cultural ties in that region. These flows depend heavily on further political and economic development of the mentioned countries, and especially on their possibility of joining the EU, which factor, however, remains hardly predictable. One cannot also completely ignore the ethnic migration of Poles and Germans from the former USSR etc., although this migration source is already almost extinguished.
The second group of potential large sources of population inflows comprises of the countries of historically large migration into Western and Southern Europe, mainly Turkey and the Northern African countries. In general, it can be envisaged that these population inflows to Europe will continue, to some extent regardless of the pace of the socio-economic development in the origin countries. In general, existing disparities in income and living conditions between European countries and most of the outside world will no doubt constitute a strong push factor to migrate. This will influence the possible magnitude of migration into Europe, especially taking into the account the large countries like China, especially as there are already significant Chinese migrant networks in Europe.
On the other hand, policy measures are almost certainly going to be in place, aimed at limiting migration or shaping it in a desired way, like admitting highly-skilled professionals. Hence, although migration potential outside Europe is very large, its impact is likely to be offset by these policies. The policies are also likely to depend on the economic developments on the global scale: both in the highly developed, as well as in the developing countries. For the purpose of setting the scenarios of net migration from remaining countries of the World, again three variants of global socio-economic developments are assumed:
o Base scenario, considered to be the most likely one, with a moderate, yet sustained improvement of economic, political and social situation worldwide, resulting in moderate overall population inflow to Europe and a gradual shift in places of origin from the neighbouring countries to the other developing regions of the world. In this scenario policy measures are not assumed to be very restrictive, due to relatively good and stable socio-economic situation in Europe. o Low scenario, assuming economic stagnation both in Europe and in the rest of the world, resulting in strong migration pressure on the developed countries. The strong push factors are in this scenario offset with restrictive migration policy, having an impact at the decline of at least registered migration. Migration policies are primarily aimed at the protection of European labour markets and reducing the possible social tensions related to the inflow of large numbers of immigrants. o High scenario, assuming dynamic economic growth and social development, resulting in a need for inflow of foreign labour and thus leading to relatively liberal immigration policies. Economic growth in the developing regions is assumed to be a factor contributing to the increased mobility of people worldwide.
In terms of the overall assumptions, comprehensive scenarios of the overall net migration for a majority of European countries have been presented by de Beer and van Wissen (1999) . In their work, the countries have been clustered into five groups: Eastern (Bulgaria, Romania and the former USSR without the Baltic States), Central (remaining post-socialist countries including the Baltic States, Croatia and Slovenia), Northern (Scandinavian countries), Southern (Greece, Italy, Portugal and Spain) and Western (remaining countries of Western Europe). Two scenarios of population developments have been presented: the one of 'uniformity', assuming convergence of trends of demographic patterns within Europe, and the one of 'diversity', preserving the current differences between countries. In the 'uniformity' scenario it was assumed that by 2050, net migration rates in all European countries would reach the levels of +2.5 per 1,000 population, with the exception of Southern European countries, with the target rates of +3.5 per 1,000. In the 'diversity' scenario, the assumed target net migration rates were correlated with the level of socio-economic development in particular clusters, ranging from -0.5 per 1,000 in Eastern Europe, through -1.0 in Central Europe, +1.5 in Western and Northern Europe, to +3.5 in Southern Europe. Although these scenarios are not directly comparable with the current study, as they relate to the overall net migration of particular countries, they form a valid point of reference in the scenario setting.
The major shortcoming of the projections of de Beer and van Wissen (1999) is that they do not take into the account the migration policy issues, and especially the EU enlargement. Moreover, as their projection is based on the data until 1995, they do not take into the account the recent population developments, which seem to be crucial for understanding the dynamics of migration processes, not only in Central Europe, but also in countries like Ireland or Spain. What seems worthwhile in their study is the clustering of European countries according to the similar demographic patterns. In the current work, an analogous grouping is therefore applied, with only three exceptions: -The Czech Republic and Hungary have been assigned to cluster West, not to Central, due to their recent migration developments with positive net migration in the second half of the 1990s, as well as due to the high level of socio-economic development; -Slovenia has been attached to cluster South, not only due to the recent migration history and geographic location, but also due to very good economic performance, the best among the former European socialist countries.
Given the above, it is envisaged that in all European countries the net migration from the rest of the world will eventually be positive, regardless of the projection variant. The lowest external net migration rates are expected for Eastern Europe, the highest -for Southern Europe, with Central, Northern and Western clusters in between. The Northern countries have been assigned lower target external net migration rates in comparison with Western Europe due to their slightly more peripheral position in the European migratory system. The highest values for Southern Europe reflect their recent migration history, post-colonial ties and the related migrant networks, as well as their proximity to the important sending countries like Turkey and North Africa. The targets for the Low and High variants need to be specified allowing for reasonable deviations from the Base scenario, given the assumptions on the global socio-economic situation mentioned before. Quantification of the assumptions is discussed in details in the next section.
Quantification of the projection assumptions
With regard to intra-European migration scenarios for the period 2002-52, the projected variable is migration volume between the particular countries within Europe. Following the proposition of Kupiszewski (2002a: 106) , initial migration figures for 2002 have been taken as greater from the values registered by the sending and receiving countries, according to the data of the Council of Europe (2003: Tables 6) and Eurostat (NewCronos). In the forecasting model MULTIPOLES applied in this study (Kupiszewski, Kupiszewska 1998) , the crude numbers of migrants are transformed into total migration rates (TMR). The scenarios are made on the basis of the TMR multipliers (m), satisfying the condition TMR t+1 = TMR t · m t+1 .
The multipliers m are comprised of two multiplicative components: the overall trend (TR) for a given scenario, constant for the whole projection period, and the post-accession deviation. The latter component is assumed to occur at the moment of introducing a free-flow policy between particular countries, and gradually diminish within a given period of time. The postaccession deviation is calculated in such way that the difference between the current TMR and its trend follows a logistic curve, diminishing from the post-accession level to zero. In terms of multipliers m, the relevant formula for flows from country i to country j in the year t is:
where r denotes a growth rate of the logistic curve, t -year, PAI i, j -assumed post-accession increase in migration rates, expressed as a multiplier; YF i, j -year of introducing the freedom of movement from country i to j, and YS -years needed to return to the trend. Assumptions for PAI i, j have been established for three clusters of European countries: Western, Central and South-Eastern. The Low scenario is based on the assumption of difficult economic situation in Europe, resulting in slow convergence in the development levels of the countries and thus in strong westward mobility. The Base scenario depicts the situation of modest, yet sustainable economic growth across Europe, having effects of moderate convergence and moderate increase in mobility. Finally, the High scenario assumes relatively fast economic growth, convergence and intensification of the unification processes, resulting in overall high mobility, with less importance of the westward population movements. In terms of numbers, the overall trend in the Low scenario is assumed to be constant throughout the projection period (TR = 1), in the Base scenario to reflect the moderate mobility increase by 0.5% yearly (TR = 1.005) and in the High scenario -a significant increase by 1% per annum (TR = 1.01). In the case of westward movements from SouthEastern to Central and Western clusters, as well as from Central to Western cluster, the trends for High and Low variants have been swapped, to ensure consistency of the assumptions.
The time needed for the migration flows to stabilise and return to the trend after liberalisation of the population movements (YS) is assumed to equal 20, 15 and 10 years, respectively in the Low, Base and High scenarios. In all cases, growth rate for the logistic curve r is assumed to amount to 0.5. Hypotheses regarding the size of post-accession increase of migration from country i to j (PAI i, j ) are presented in Table 2 . 
Source: own elaboration
The results in terms of 'hypothetical' trajectories of migration rate developments, in relation to the values observed for the period prior to the introduction of freedom of movement policy, are presented in Figure 1 . It has to be noted that in reality, the schedules will be postponed, according to the policy-related assumptions presented in Section 2 influencing the delay in mutual opening of labour markets by particular countries (YF).
Separate assumptions have been made with respect to the sex and age distributions of migrants within Europe. The distribution by gender has been assumed to be the one observed in 2002, remaining constant throughout the projection period. The age-specific migration rates have been calculated for the following four groups of countries: In most cases, German data on migrants by citizenship have been used, as the best available proxy of the distributions by origin and destination. The only exception were flows from Western to Southern Europe, where the data of the destination countries have been applied, due to the local specificities in the age structures, namely the post-retirement migration. 
The input has been taken from Eurostat (NewCronos), except for France, where the figures have been estimated on the basis of the study of INED (1999) . In all cases, age distributions of migrants have been assumed constant throughout the projection horizon, i.e. until 2052.
With regard to the population exchange with the countries other than the 27 ones under study, assumptions on net migration for the particular countries have been made in terms of crude numbers of migrants. The projected variable is thus the "external" net migration (ENM). The initial projection values for 2002 have been estimated as total net migration, reported by the countries themselves, less net migration among the 27 European countries under study.
Assumptions on target values of net migration from the outside world are also by necessity judgemental, due to the higher uncertainty related to the predictions of international migration on a global scale. As proposed in the previous section of this paper, for the purpose of scenario setting, the countries have been grouped in five clusters, according to the similar levels of socio-economic development, common migration history, as well as the geographic and cultural proximity. The following cluster-specific target "external" net migration rates (ENMR) per 1,000 population have been assumed for three projection variants (Table 3) : The proposed distributions reflect slight propensity to return among the people migrating to Western Europe, especially among males above 60 years of age. For the remaining clusters, net migration remains positive for almost all age groups, with only very minor exceptions.
Preliminary results
The impact of different migration scenarios on population size and structure of the 27 countries under study in the period 2002-2052 has been assessed by running the forecasting model with fairly standard assumptions on key demographic variables: fertility and mortality (Bijak 2004) . As a result, it appears that although higher immigration generally contributes to maintaining the population size, it does not stop or reverse the ageing processes. A summary of the forecast results is presented in Table 4 , showing changes in population size and in the old-age dependency ratios (ODR) 2 between 2002 and 2052. For the final year of the forecast, the impact of three different scenarios of international migration is shown in Table 4 . It can be clearly seen that for the total of the countries under study, although hardly any change in the overall population size is forecasted in the Base migration scenario, the ODR nearly doubled from 24% in 2002 to 55% by 2052.
It is worth noting that the contribution of post-2002 migrants to the population size of all countries under study forecasted for 2052 was very substantial. In comparison with the Base scenario, a simulation with the zero-migration assumption results in projecting the overall population size of the 27 countries smaller by 80.4 million in 2052 (Table 4 ). The contribution of migrants to the overall population size of the 27 countries totals respectively in the Low and High variants 32.5 and 148.5 million over five decades. Especially in the countries with low fertility (Southern Europe, Central Europe, German-speaking countries), the impact of international migration on overall population dynamics is thus clearly visible.
Summary and conclusions
Forecasting international migration is a very difficult task, due to the high level of uncertainty associated with this phenomenon. As migration is highly sensitive to two unpredictable factors: migration policies and political developments, the results of the forecasts are in many cases uncertain. Therefore, we created and quantified the knowledge-based scenarios, applying a methodology widely used in demographic forecasting, in order to accommodate the possible impact of economic factors and migration policies. Still, we did not consider the consequences of possible future political disruptions, in particular, the armed conflicts.
The presented analysis assumes that the increase of emigration from the new EU member and accession countries to Western Europe is going to be temporary by nature and thus in the long run a declining trend of this phenomenon can be anticipated. To a lesser extent, an increase of population movements in the opposite direction can be also expected. In the long run, the stabilisation of the intra-European migratory phenomena is envisaged, with an increasing impact of migration from outside Europe, as the whole continent is expected to become more and more attractive to the immigrants from less developed regions of the world. Notably, this will increasingly be the case of Central and South-Eastern European countries, being both migration destinations and possible ways of transit to the West. Summing up, it is expected that in the Base scenario all the new EU members will eventually become immigration countries by 2020, except for Bulgaria and Romania, for which the net migration is going to remain negative throughout the forecast period. In the High scenario, the change of the dominant direction of migration flows is expected to happen earlier, including the two Eastern Balkan candidate countries. In the Low scenario, negative net migration prevails in all Central and South-Eastern European countries but the Czech Republic, Hungary and Slovenia.
According to Coleman (1992) the need for immigration in the developed countries in the context of population ageing is motivated by three main factors: need for care of the elderly, mismatch between demand and supply of labour on the domestic labour markets and need to rejuvenate working population, which is beneficial for productivity. Although international migration may be helpful in filling the labour force shortages in certain sectors of the economy, it does not seem to be the solution for sustaining for example the pension systems, given the decline of the labour force and of cohorts in productive age. Summing up, in none of the scenarios presented above and under fairly standard demographic assumptions for the future, international migration is going to offset the demographic impact of population ageing. 
